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EQCUTIVK  SUMORY 


TITUS i  Marla*  Corps  Aviations  It's  Tla*  to  Strengthen  th*  Marin* 


sEagwdltlonary  Unit;  ( «U  ) 

AUTHOH i  Chaa bliss,  Lieutenant  Colon* 1,  USMC 

^  Th*  author  ssaertSvthat  in  th*  n*xt  tan  to  flftaan  year*  th* 
probability  of  *a ploying  tha^MSU  in  Halted  conflicts  on  behalf  of 
United  States  foreign  policy  interests  will  increase.  Further,  that  the 
threat  posed  by  llksly  *n*aie*  is  sophisticated  enough  to  require  *n- 
hanced  coebat  capability  for  th*  MSU  to  b*  an  *ff*ctlve  deterrent.  The 
author  proposes  a  solution  to  this  pro  bias  with  the  assignment  to  the  MSU 


of  Marin*  Corps  tactical  fixed-wing  aircraft  and' 


and  control  aa- 


•  *  V" 


set*  in  a  coe poelt*  force  structure.  This  concept  of* *ejdoye*nt  of 

existing  aviation  assets  Is  within  the  context.  pf..cyffr*/yt  -Marine  Corps 

m  K  ♦ 

doctrine  but  is  not  normally  applied  at  th*  KXU  level  of  operation*.  ( 
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CHAPTKH  I 


BfTRQDUCTIQH 

This  study  is  about  United  States  Marins  Corps  aviation,  specif¬ 
ically  fired -ving  tactical  aviation.  It  focusss  on  the  rolss  and  ths 
missions  far  Marins  Corps  aviation  within  the  contort  of  currant  doc¬ 
trine,  national  interests,  and  a  postulated  threat  to  these  Interests 
today  and  far  ths  next  ten  to  fifteen  years.  I  submit  that  the  Marins 
Corps  doctrine  of  combined  aras  integration  and  force  employment,  as  man¬ 
ifested  in  the  Marine  Air  Ground  Task  Force  (MAST?)  concept,  is  valid 
and  appropriate  now  and  in  ths  future.  However,  I  will  argue  that  this 
concept  1s  violated  la  the  deployment  and  employment  of  the  Marine  Corps' 
smallest  MACTF,  the  Marine  Expeditionary  Unit  (MSU).  There  are  valid 
reasons  *qr  ths  integration  of  ground  and  air  (tactical  fixed-wing) 
forces  at  this  level  of  the  MAST?  Is  aot  currently  achieved.  An  assess¬ 
ment  sad  critical  analysis  of  ths  MB!  sad  its  current  capabilities,  the 
world  situation  with  regard  to  possible  conflicts  to  United  States'  in¬ 
terests,  and  the  resident  capabilities  of  high  technology  aircraft  will 
show  that  the  KEU  should  be  supported  by  Marine  Corps  fixed-wing  air¬ 
craft. 

New  concepts  for  the  deployment  and  employment  of  conventional 
armed  forces  are  required  as  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  United  States  enter 
a  new  era  of  detente.  General  Secretary  Gorbachev  has,  through  negotia¬ 
tions  and  diplomacy,  attacked  three  of  the  oonmrstones  of  United  States 
national  security  strategy*  First,  he  seeks  to  eliminate  nuclear  weapons 
totally.  These  are  weapons  that  the  United  States  relies  on  for  both 
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nuclear  detarrence  ud  aa  a  back-up  for  conventional  fore*  deterrence. 
Secondly,  he  soaks  to  unde rain#  the  global  all  lanes  network  of  tho  United 
States.  Under  the  auspices  of  opening  trade  between  the  Sot  let  Union  and 
the  rest  of  the  world,  be  la  expanding  Sot let  Influence  globally,  which 
will  require  Sot  let  presence  and  protect  ion  for  these  new  areas  of  inter¬ 
est.  Thirdly,  he  Is  challenging  the  Vest  to  redoes  its  conrentional 
f  arose  by  offering  unilateral  Sot  let  force  redactions.  This  act  attacks 
the  forward  deployed  strategy  of  the  United  States  as  well  as  the  psycho¬ 
logy  of  the  Western  slnd-sst  regarding  the  pares lred  threat  (1«9A). 

An  analysis  of  Sot  let  actions  and  intentions  in  conjunction  with 
the  realities  of  the  United  States*  future  bodgst  priorities  is  a  sober¬ 
ing  exercise.  Of  the  easy  implications  of  these  Sot  let  actions,  none  1s 
aore  serious  for  the  United  States  than  the  global  perception  that  both 
superpowers  are  undergoing  sajor  axes  reductions.  While  a  reduction  of 
tensions  between  the  United  States  and  the  Sot  let  Union  Is  a  poeltlre  de¬ 
terrent  egnlnet  global  conflict  between  the  two  superpowers.  It  aay  prere 
to  be  deotabliaing  in  torse  of  regional  Third  World  conflicts  (2i8a). 
History  shows  us  that  there  are  people  throughout  the  world  who  would 
take  advantage  of  any  real  or  perce lwed  weakening  of  ailitary  capability 
or  Intent  to  eaploy  ailitary  force  by  the  United  Statoe  or  the  Sot  let 
Unloa,  Current  ereate  invite  us  to  recognise  that  rellgioue  conflicts, 
border  dispute#,  and  terrorist# '  activity  throughout  tho  world  are  eorl- 
oue  problaas  that  effect  tho  United  State#'  eecurlty  and  iatereete  in  a 
variety  of  ways.  Chief  anong  thee#  iatereete,  now  and  In  tho  foreseeable 
future,  is  ecoooelo  freed  on  (30-6).  Direct  Attacks  on  United  State# 
carrier#  (airline#  and  ahlps),  the  taking  of  United  State#  nationals  as 
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hostages,  the  nationalization  of  Uni tod  States  business  enterprises  in 
foreign  countries,  military  coups  in  Third  World  trading-partner  coun¬ 
tries,  armed  force,  and  ideological  subversion  against  allies  are  some  of 
the  Mays  economic  freedom  is  altered. 

The  United  States'  national  security  strategy  is  designed  to 
counter  a  wide  spectrum  of  threats.  The  instruments  of  national  security 
policy,  from  which  the  power  to  implement  this  strategy  evolves ,  are  di¬ 
verse.  Linking  these  instruments  through  policy  to  achieve  national 
goals  requires  broad  vision  and  flexible  thinking.  Framers  of  strategy 
who  use  conventional  thinking  will  be  hard-preseed  to  accommodate  the 
lienee  spectrum  of  threat  facing  the  United  States  in  ths  near  future. 
The  same  will  be  true  of  those  charged  with  decision  and  policy  asking. 
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CHAPTEa  II 


CONCEPT 

The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  analyst  ths  feasibility  of  s  oaw 
concept  in  ths  ds-ploysent  snd  employment  of  ths  Msrias  Corps'  ariation 
assets,  specifically  fixed -ving  sad  cnsssnrl  sad  a  octroi  assets. 

Ssnlar  Marine  Corps  lssdsrs  srs  currently  assessing  ths  posture 
of  Narine  Corps  sristion  to  ssst  any  futurs  thrsst.  Thsy  srs  looking  st 
ths  possibility  of  an  all  Vortical  And  Short  Takeoff  And  landing  (v/STOL) 
oapabla  flghtsr  snd  attack  fores.  Their  print ry  Justification  for  this 
ooaospt  is  that  it  would  allow  Marias  expeditionary  forcss  to  bs  support* 
sd  by  highly  os  pa  bis  aviation  asssts  sithsr  satirsly  fros  ths  sss  (fros 
snail  dock  earrisrs)  or  fron  uolnprovsd  landing  sitss  aahors.  This  eon* 
ospt  shows  grsat  ▼ la loo  by  attsapting  to  ocuntsr  futurs  throats  by  accos- 
nodating  nobility  rsquirsnsnts  and  ths  liksly  saw  iron— ntal  constraints 
of  llnltad  or  no  landing  f  is  Ids  in  an  opsrat  tonal  arss.  Thin  ooaospt  has 
grsst  proniss  for  ths  future  nssds  of  ths  Marlas  Corps,  but  it  will  taka 
tins  to  develop.  It  is  not  now  a  rsallty.  This  study  focuass  on  ths  rs- 
ecuroee  arailabls  today  and  how  bast  to  structura  forcss  for  ths  prsosnt 
tins  and  ths  next  too  to  fiftssa  ysars. 

Scops  of  forest 

MEUs  serve  as  a  via  bis  and  orsdltabls  instruasnt  of  United  Statss 
national  ssourlty.  Always  afloat,  thsss  units  osa  psrfors  a  rarlsty  of 
functions  rangls*  fron  s lapis  {assents  to  full  ooubat.  Ths  following  ars 


mm  of  the  contributions  to  politic*!  relnforcenent  that  the  MHJs  art 
capable  t 

*  Humanitarian  assistance, 

*  Show  of  force, 

*  Ha  inf  ore —at  of  U.  S.  Mibasay  security ; 

*  Protection  of  0.  S.  cltiaem  and  proparty, 

*  Evacuation  of  U.  S.  eitiaaan  undw  paraiaaive  or  forclblo 
conditions, 

*  Reinforcement  of  friendly  goverTwenta  threatened  externally 
or  within, 

*  Pun  1  tiro  nidi,  and 

*  Selsure  of  tho  politioal  and/or  •coooaic  center  of  gravity 
of  an  objective  nation  for  leverage  to  obtain  nagotlatad  eoneee- 
a  lorn  or  policy  aodlflcatiooa  (4»30?), 

Thair  utility  and  raallrnaa  for  aaploysent  in  danonatrated  daily  through¬ 
out  tho  world*  Tho  oaopooltioo  of  thono  uni  to  varies  alightly,  da  ponding 
on  tho  typo  of  oaphlhlouo  shipping  aval  in  bio  and  to  which  thaator  of 
o  pa  rations  they  daploy.  fig,  1  snows  tho  oospoaitioa  of  a  actional  MtU. 
Tho  NEU  boo  tho  f  Ira  power,  aobillty,  and  sustainability  oaoo  aahoro  to 
parfora  its  a  las  Iona  against  llaitod  throats*  What  it  does  not  aomally 
have  1a  a  fixed -wing  aviation  component  to  onhaaoo  its  capability  against 
an  ardent,  sophisticated  throat. 

Although  anno  USDs  daploy  with  a  detaohooat  of  six  AV-8  Harriers 
•a barked  and  two  BC-t)0  tankers  shore  based,  thay  are  not  all  fully  sup¬ 
ported  by  fixed -via*  PUr  ins  Corps  aircraft*  There  arc  three  pr  Inary 
rsaaoao  for  this*  first,  the  Narlw  Corps'  tactical  fixed-wing  aircraft, 
the  f/A-18,  the  A-d,  and  the  EA-46,  oanaot  operate  from  aaphlbioue  ships* 
Second,  the  NEU  operates  as  plot  of  an  Aaphlbioue  Task  foroe,  which  is 
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MARINE  EXPEDITIONARY  UNIT  (MEU) 


Tf. .  1.  I  lot  tonal  farina  iCxpotlltlonary  Unit  (lirtl) 
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normally  part  of  a  larger  Naval  Task  Force  containing  large  deck  aircraft 
carriers  with  fixed-wing  tactical  aircraft  eabarxed.  It  is  froa  these 
carriers  that  the  MEU  would  receive  fixed-wing  aviation  support,  if  re¬ 
quired,  Third,  Marine  Corps  doctrine  does  not  normally  provide  for 
fixed-wing  aviation  eleaents  in  support  of  units  saaller  than  Brigade 
slse.  Fig,  2  shows  a  notional  Brigade  composition.  However,  the  founda¬ 
tion  of  Marine  Corps  war-fighting  doctrine  la  the  MAGTF  concept.  This 
concept  integrates  air,  ground,  and  logistic  eleaents  to  creat  the  stron¬ 
gest  possible  coabat  unit.  The  MEU,  truly  at  the  leading  edge  of  any 
potential  conflict,  Is  without  a  key  eleaent  of  coabat  power  (fixed-wing 
aircraft)  other  than,  what  night  be  provided  by  the  Navy. 

To  structure  a  snail  composite  aviation  eleaent  that  Is  comprised 
of  Marine  Corps  fixed-wing  assets  and  to  place  this  eleaent  within  the 
MEU  organisation  under  the  command  of  the  MEU  Commander  could  prove  to  be 
an  economical  way  to  strengthen  the  coabat  capability  of  this  aost  flex¬ 
ible  forward-deployed  instrument  of  our  nation's  power.  Fig.  3  shows  a 
MEU  with  fixed-wing  assets  Included.  The  actual  coa position  of  this 
aviation  eleaent  could  vary  significantly  depending  on  aany  variables. 
Factors  such  as  roles  and  missions,  logistics,  site  support,  host  nation 
restrictions,  and  overfly  rights  would  have  a  bearing  on  composition  end 
will  be  discussed  under  ASSUMPTIONS  AND  LIMITATIONS.  The  "who"  and  the 
"what”  will  be  described  at  this  time. 

The  cornerstone  of  this  composite  force  is  the  F/A-18  Hornet. 

The  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps  hare  been  operating  this  aircraft  for  about 
six  years,  and  it  has  proven  to  be  extremely  effective  in  an  amphibious 
operational  scenario.  The  aulti-role  capability  of  this  aircraft  is  ex- 
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tiaardlnary.  I  have  personally  flown  thin  aircraft  In  training  scenarios 


tdiere  it  successfully  performs d  a  suppression  of  enemy  air  dafeoaa  using 
HARM  alas  Has,  folio  wad  up  with  a  hard  kill  on  thaaa  defenses  using  gen- 
sral  purpoea  boats  t  rollsd  to  an  air-to-air  coabat  patrol  with  Sparrow, 

S  Ida  wind  sr,  and  20  an  guns,  provided  baliooptar  aacort  for  vertical  as¬ 
sault  ,  and  was  available  far  clone  air  support  (GAS).  Ml  of  this  was 
dona  on  one  flight  and  with  one  ordnance  load  of  various  types  of  auni- 
tloos  tailored  to  each  task.  The  Hornet  has  a  coabat  radius  In  excess  of 
500  nautical  alias  (5 » 28-29).  The  2A-6B  electronic  warfare  aircraft, 
currently  operated  by  both  the  Navy  and  the  Narine  Corps,  would  be  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  this  farce.  It  has  the  capability  to  eaploy  the  HAHN  Mis¬ 
sile  la  addition  to  its  electronic  coabat  capability.  The  KC-130  tanker 
would  provide  the  tactical  refueling  and  sons  Halted  legist  lea  support. 
The  Harrier  would  be  a  part  of  this  force,  if  not  already  eabarksd  with 
the  HEU.  In  the  short  takeoff  node,  the  Harrier  has  a  fully-loaded  con- 
bat  radius  In  excess  of  350  nautical  miles  (6*43) .  The  final  major  com¬ 
ponent  of  this  force  would  be  the  Narine  Corps'  new  Tactical  Air 
Operations  Nodule  (TACK) .  This  equipment  is  designed  to  function  as  the 
Tactical  Air  Operations  Center  (TAOC)  for  Brigade -else  NACTFs  or  larger. 
The  TAOH  is  a  modularised,  transportable  coanand  and  control  system  with 
a  suite  of  radios  capable  of  both  voice  and  data-link  communications.  It 
Is  one  of  the  only  systems  in  existence  which  is  totally  interoperable 
with  all  United  States  servloe  air  command  and  control  systems,  as  well 
as  allied  systems^  Ite  modularity  and  distributed  data -bus  architecture 
allows  the  system  to  function  using  up  to  four  International  Standard 
Organisation  (ISO)  shelters,  8x8x20  feet  in  else,  that  are  interconnected 
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using  fiber-optic  cable.  It  can  op* rata  with  up  to  five  separate  radars, 
also  using  lightweight  fiber-optic  cable.  These  radars  can  be  a  six  of 
the  I  PS-59  long-range  radar,  which  has  a  coverage  to  J00  nautical  a  ilea , 
or  the  Beall  a  r  TPS -63  short-range  radar.  With  only  one  module  and.  one 
radar,  the  TICK  can  perform  all  the  functions  of  early  warning,  surveil¬ 
lance,  weapons  control,  and  air  space  management  and  this  reduced  capa¬ 
city  would  still  be  sufficient  for  our  purposes  here.  Additionally,  this 
system  is  designed  to  function  as  an  alternate  Tactical  Air  Command 
Center  (TACC)  under  certain  conditions.  Pig.  4  depicts  the  many  command 
and  control  nodes  with  which  this  system  can  interfuse  in  either  a  TACC 
or  TACC  role. 

The  composite  farce  would  then  contain  the  following  major  sys¬ 
tems  at  a  minimum  t 


TIPS 

NUMBER 

F/A-18 

6-8 

SA-6B 

Z 

KC-I30 

4 

AV-8B 

6-8* 

TACK 

1  module 

TPS -59 

i 

*  AV -8s  assigned  her*  or  embarked 

The  primary  ixirpoee  and  focus  of  these  aviation  assets  would  be  to  pro¬ 
vide  CAS  to  the  Ground  Combat  Element  of  the  KEU.  Employment  of  aircraft 
would  be  seenarlo  dependent  and  based  on  the  ground  commander's  soheae  of 
maneuver.  Assets  could  be  packaged  for  mass  in  a  fluid  or  maneuver  sit¬ 
uation  or  could  be  sequenced  to  provide  extended  coverage  in  a  static 
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FIG.  4,  Taotio&l  Air  Op*  mi  Iona  Modul*,  Interoperability 
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situation.  The  bombing  accuracy  of  th«  Hornet  is  in  the  5  to  7  mil  range 
( 5  *  33 )  •  "A  one  ail  system  is  one  that  would  consistently  place  50  per¬ 
cent  of  all  boabs  dropped  at  a  target,  fro*  an  altitude  of  1000  feet, 
within''  a  one  foot  diameter  circle  on  the  ground"  (503)*  Recent  bombing 
competition  within  the  Second  Marine  Aircraft  Ving  showed  that  the 
Harrier  has  similar  accuracy.  It  was  not  uncommon  for  participants  in 
each  aircraft  to  achieve  a  circular  error  probable  (CEP)  of  35  feet  or 
better  using  various  delivery  profiles.  CEP  is  "an  Imaginary  circle 
drawn  on  the  ground  inside  which  50  percent  of  all  bomba  dropped  have 
landed"  (5 *32) •  It  la  Important  to  note  the  superb  accuracy  of  these 
aircraft.  They  provide  a  truly  precise  firs  support  system  that  the 
ground  commander  could  direct  agminmt  targets  in  built-up  areas  and  still 
be  confident  of  a  minimum  of  collateral  damage. 

Ideally,  this  force  would  operate  from  airfields  provided  by  the 
host  allied  nations  within  the  proximity  of  the  amphibious  task  force. 

Of  all  the  current  theaters  of  operation,  Southwest  Asia  presents  the 
largest  problem  for  locating  suitable  operating  bases.  However,  the 
range  and  endurance  of  the  aircraft  involved  allow  considerable  latitude 
for  responsive  and  timely  support  from  distant  sites,  as  will  be  shown. 

Several  different  deployment  strmtegiea  are  poeaible  with  this 
force.  The  beet  option  would  be  to  have  one  of  these  units  deployed  at 
all  times  within  each  area  «4>*re  amphibious  task  forces  currently  oper¬ 
ate.  This  would  require  as  many  as  four  such  units  to  be  deployed  simul¬ 
taneously  in  various  theaters  around  the  world.  Theaters  for  pertinent 
rotation  would  Include  the  Indian  Ocean,  the  Mediterranean,  the  Caribbe¬ 
an,  and  the  Western  Pacific.  Other  units  could  be  asses bled  for  other 
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areas  of  interest.  So  as  not  to  Inhibit  the  inherent  capability  of  the 
amphibious  tuk  fore*  to  function  anywhere  at  aaa  within  ita  operating 
area,  thla  force  would  be  required  to  aovo  rapidly  froa  ona  aita  to  aa- 
othar  in  ordar  to  ntuain  within  a  raaaonabla  proximity  of  tha  fleet.  Ita 
rallaaca  on  tactical  in-theater  transportation  la  apparant,  a a  wall  a a  on 
a  host  nation 'a  support  for  Jet  fuel,  water,  ate.  However,  analysis  will 
show  that  sustaining  an  aviation  alaaant  of  this  siaa  for  fiftaan  days  1s 
faaslbla.  Furthermore,  its  ability  to  bag  in  oparating  froa  a  standing 
start  or  within  hours  of  arrival  at  its  oparating  sits  la  also  possible. 
Aaothar  acanarlo  would  bo  to  hava  a  fores  such  as  this  organised  and 
trained  in  tha  specif  lea  of  support  of  the  KBJ,  but  not  in  the  t..*ater  of 
operations.  Tha  worst  situation  would  be  to  give  no  thought  to  integrat¬ 
ing  the  flill  range  of  Marine  aviation  capability  with  the  ground  ooabat 
capability  of  the  WU. 


Tha  prlnary  purpose  of  having  these  aviation  assets  would  be  to 
provide  CAS  to  tha  Ground  Coe  bat  Element  of  tha  MEU.  Boats  on  target  at 
tha  tlae  and  place  that  tha  ground  coaaaader  needs  thee  would  bo  tha  ob¬ 
jective, 

Thera  is  no  intent  to  infringe  on  the  roles  and  a  Isa  Ions  of  other 
aervloee  in  this  ooncapt.  Rather,  there  is  every  intention  of  suggesting 
a  better  way  to  perform  certain  aisaloaa  than  currently  exists.  The  Navy 
eertainly  has  the  capability  of  psrforslng  CAS  froa  its  aircraft  carri¬ 
ers.  However,  it  is  not  normally  oas  of  ita  prlaary  siaa  ions  i  as  a  con¬ 
sequence,  its  pilots  do  not  do  as  such  training  in  this  area  as  do  their 
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counterpart*  in  the  Marine  Corps.  The  Air  Pore*  can  also  provide  credit¬ 
able  CAS i  but  factors,  such  as  organisation,  doctrine,  com unications, 
training,  and  priorities  a la* there,  would  limit  its  effectiveness  for 
this  type  of  alas ion. 

The  Marine  Corps  relies  heavily  on  the  CAS  mission  because  the 
ground  component  has  little  fire  support  in  the  initial  phase  of  an  am¬ 
phibious  operation.  Also,  once  established  ashore  the  Ground  Coe bat 
Klees nt  has  s  relatively  light  indirect  fire  capability .  Thus,  tactical 
aviation  is  an  essential  part  of  the  combat  power  of  the  landing  force. 
The  CAS  mission  is  beet  performed  in  e  low-threat  environment.  However, 
it  can  be  performed  in  e  high-threat  environment,  if  that  threat  can  be 
effectively  neutralised.  Por  this  reason,  the  p/A-18  is  the  cornerstone 
of  this  composite  force.  The  P/A-18  possesses  the  necessary  capabilities 
to  perform  all  the  tasks  associated  with  the  purpose  of  this  combat 
force.  The  Hornet  would  perform  the  s lesion  and  tasks  currently  assigned 
to  Marin*  Corps  Fighter  end  Attack  squadrons i 

Mission.  To  intercept  end  destroy  enemy  aircraft  under'  all- 
weather  conditions,  to  attack  and  destroy  surface  targets  ,  to 
escort  friendly  aircraft,  and  to  conduct  such  other  operations 
as  may  be  directed* 

Tasks.  Intercept  and  destroy  enesy  aircraft  in  conjunction 
with  ground  and  airborne  fighter  direction. 

Provide  fighter  escort  of  friendly  aircraft. 

Maintain  the  capability  to  attack  and  destroy  surface  targets 
with  those  conventional  weapons  compatible  with  assigned  aircraft. 

Conduct  close  sir  support  operations  within  the  capabilities 
of  ■■signed  aircraft. 

Perform  visual  reconnaissance. 

Maintain  the  capability  of  deployment  or  extended  operations 
employing  aerial  refueling. 
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Perform  organisational  maintenance  on  assigned  aircraft. 

Maintain  the  capability  of  da  ploying  and  operating  froa 
aboard  aircraft  carriers,  advanced  bases,  and  expeditionary 
airfialda.  (7*37) 

Tha  Harriar  would  parfora  tha  aiaaion  aad  tanks  eurrantly  assigned  to 
Marina  Attack  squadrons i 

Mission i  To  attack  and  destroy  surface  targets  under  day 
and  night  VMC  conditions,  sec art  helicopters,  and  conduct  such 
other  air  operations  as  say  be  directed. 

Tasks.  Conduct  close  air  support. 

Conduct  arsed  reconnaissance,  interdiction  operations,  and 
strikes  against  enemy  installations,  utilising  all  types  of  con* 
ventlonal  was  pons  eaapatlble  with  assigned  aircraft. 

Conduct  air  defense  operations  within  capability  of  aircraft 

assigned. 

Maintain  capability  to  operate  during  darkness  end  under  in- 
struaent  flight  conditions  to  include  ordnance  delivery  under 
the  control  of  ASRT’s. 

Maintain  the  oapability  of  deploysent  or  extended  operation 
employing  aerial  refilling. 

Maintain  the  aepabillty  of  deploying  aui  operating  froe  a- 
board  carriers  aad  other  suitable  seegolag  platforas,  advanced 
bases,  expeditionary  airfields,  and  reaote  tactical  landing  sites. 

Maintain  the  oapability  to  perform  emergency  zesupply  Missions 
coapatlble  with  assigned  aircraft. 

Conduct  armed  escort  Missions  in  support  of  helicopter  oper¬ 
ations. 

Perform  organisational  maintenance  oa  assigned  aircraft.  (7 >36) 
The  SA-6d,  the  KC-l^O,  and  the  TAOM  would  provide  support  for  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  these  else  lone  aad  tasks.  It  would  take  all  the  aircraft 
aad  command  and  control  assets  listed  la  the  structure  sect. on  working  in 
oonoert  to  achieve  the  desired  levs]  of  effectiveness  in  accomplishing 
th;ae  tasks.  Each  of  the  separate  weapon  systems  has  its  own  unique 
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capabilities |  but  through  an  integration  of  eaployasnt,  a  synergistic 
•ffact  would  occur  to  tha  benefit  of  the  ground  fores. 

These  assets  should  be  la  tha  oparatiooal  command  of  tha  MAGTP 
co— andar  as  a  part  of  his  At  1st  ion  Cos  bat  Elaaaot  (ACS),  avan  though 
they  ara  not  collocated  with  hia.  All  oparatiooal  tasking  should  com 
fro*  tha  MAGTP  co—aadar,  who  receives  his  orders  froa  tha  Oosaander 
Aaphlbicus  Task  Pares.  Tha  MAGTP  ccaaaodar  should  Issue  tha  aovaaant 
orders,  tha  alert  orders,  tha  intelligence  - — — 4 —  the  Air  Tasking 
Orders,  or  alssion-typs  orders.  If  ha  so  desires.  Coacead  of  tha  detach* 
sent  would  ba  by  an  Officer- in -Charge  assigned  free  the  P/A-18  or  AV-8 
ooaaualty. 

There  era  organ  1  sail oas\  and  doctrinal  probloM  associated  with 
an  aviation  cosponent  such  as  this.  However,  placing  thea*  asoeta  within 
ths  ACS  of  ths  KEU  slaplifiss  the  oosssad  and  control  issue.  Pig.  5 
shows  ths  Task  Organisation  and  eosnaal  lines  for  ths  recent  Operation 
Praying  Pant 1s  in  ths  Persian  Gulf  (6165).  In  that  situation  tha  fixed- 
wing  assets  described  hare  would  fall  under  tha  aviation  eleaeot  as  part 
of  ths  Contingency  Marine  Force  (CM)  2-68.  An  axes pie  of  successfully 
using  a  a la liar  structure  use  seen  during  the  aoet  recent  Cobra  Cold 
Exercise  in  Thailand  during  July  sod  Augwit  of  1988.  In  that  exercise, 
the  shore-based  Marina  fixed-wing  aircraft  were  under  the  operational 
control  of  the  Co— adlng  Officer  of  the  15th  Marine  Expeditionary  Unit, 
was  as  barked  aboard  tha  USS  New  Orleans  (9i42).  Ons  of  ths  priaary 
reasons  for  integrating  ths  TACK  into  this  fores  would  be  to  provide  ths 
connection  between  the  MAGTP  consender  and  ths  fixed-wing  element  through 
the  Navy's  co—unleatloa  eye tea. 
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FIG.  5.  r*ak  Oiranl nation,  Cll  2-*%  (Mi 65) 
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Ths  fraud  rn— snrlwr  is  tbs  ultimate  umt  of  thsae  UMti,  so  tbs 
tasking  far  support  should  bt  generated  by  his  based  os  his  schs—  of 
■uneuvsr.  Terminal  control  for  ardasnes  delivery  would  bs  ucccapliehed 
by  his  Forward  Air  Control  Partis*  (FACP)  on  ths  ground,  by  a  Forward  Air 
Control  Air  boros  [FAC  (A)]  fros  his  helicopter  assets,  or  ty  on*  of  ths 
fixed -ving  aircraft  in  a  FAC(A)  oar  Tactical  Air  Control  Air  boros  [TAC(A)] 
rols.  This  would  bo  tros  far  oc-call,  strip  alsrtt  or  preplanned  CAS 
missions.  To  get  to  ths  Control  Foists  (CP)  shore  ths  aircraft  aoxaelly 
oobs  uadsr  ths  control  of  a  tsrainal  controller,  thsy  would  work  thsir 
way  through  ths  Susy's  ^n— nrl  and  control  systea.  Street  cr— in  1  cation 
between  ths  aircraft  and  too  ground  onasn  trier's  Taetioal  Air  Control 
Party  (TACP)  would  eliminate  ths  assd  for  a  Direct  Air  Support  Center 
(DASG)  is  this  concept.  Ths  entry  and  exit  of  ths  Navy's  airspace  for 
ths  Amphibious  Objfscti'/e  Area  (AQA)  would  com  from  ths  Task  Force 
Con— nder's  Taetioal  Air  Direction  Center  (TADC).  Those  aircraft  would 
enter  the  Navy's  eo— and  and  control  cystsa  the  so—  an  carrier-launched 
aircraft*  Once  at  a  CP,  they  wruld  be  hsndsd  error  to  a  Narine  Corps  ter- 
alnal  controller.  Control  of  mslr  flight  from  takeoff  to  contact  with 
ths  Navy  control  systea  would  bs  7la  Internationale  boat  nation,  or 
United  SU.tss  Air  Force  rules  and  procedures,  depending  on  who  owes  the 
airs pace. 

In  ths  »>*ctrua  of  conflict  fron  low  intensity-high  probability 
to  high  iateoeity-  low  probability,  ths  NEU  is  considered  to  be  best- 
suited  for  the  low  intensity  arena.  However,  its  eon  bat  role  should  be 
viewed  sore  oorrectly  an  oas  of  Halted  duration  rather  than  by  levels  of 
intea sity  beouiss  of  the  abstract  nature  of  that  definition.  Ths  NEU 
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carries  with  it  enough  log  1st  leal  support  for  fifteen  days  of  sustain¬ 
ability*  It  contains  tanks,  artillery,  light -arsored  vehicles,  and  anti¬ 
tank  and  anti-aircraft  weapons.  This  aakae  its  capacity  for  coabat  on 
the  conventional  scale  of  low  to  high  intensity  sore  dependent  on  dura¬ 
tion  than  on  intensity.  Nevertheless,  there  are  factors  which  Unit  its 
utility.  As  a  ssabams  fores,  its  ares  of  operations  will  norsally  be  a 
littoral  sons  where  in  the  world.  Its  range  of  depth  beyond  the  coastal 
areas  Is  inerssssd  seas  whet  with  its  vertical  assault  capability,  but  It 
■ust  bs  close  enough  to  its  amphibious  ships  for  resupply. 

Another  Uniting  factor  would  ce  the  alee  end  sophist  lest  ion  of 
the  opposing  force.  The  MU  has  a  United  cepebillty  far  asking  a  forced 
entry  against  an  opposed  lending.  However,  ones  ashore  it  can  mge  an 
intense  selsure  or  defense  of  Its  objectives  through  sansuvsr  and  fire¬ 
power.  The  sore  sophisticated  sad  the  larger  the  threat,  the  sore  fire¬ 
power  the  MU  would  require.  With  the  proliferation  of  aras  sales 
throughout  the  world,  it  oaa  bo  anticipated  that  even  the  aost  unsophis¬ 
ticated  eneay  will  possess  sodsra  weapons  and  probably  have  had  the 
training  to  eaploy  then.  It  la  for  thin  reason  that  the  close  support  of 
the  MU  by  Marine  tactloal  aircraft  la  essential.  Other  services  could 
provide  this  support,  but  none  could  do  it  an  effectively  as  the  Marins 
Corps,  history  has  shows  that  sees  of  the  eoet  effective  and  coordinated 
use  of  tact  leal  aviation  la  a  close  support  role  has  been  asds  by  the 
Marins  Corps  (IO1I6).  Then  are  valla  reasons  for  thin,  first,  since 
1919,  when  Marins  Lies  tenant  L.  H.  H.  Sanderson  developed  dive  boshing  as 
a  fora  of  firs  support,  Mr  las  aviators  have  been  lnatruaental  in  adapt¬ 
ing  Innovative  ways  to  eaploy  tactloal  aircraft  In  support  of  ground 
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forces  (11*333)*  Second,  •very  Marins  pilot  is  s  graduate  of  the  Marine 
Corps'  Basic  School,  where  he  learns  to  understand  the  Ground  Coe bat 
Element's  tactics  and  intentions.  Third,  the  Marine  Corps'  doctrine  o' 
combined  anas  employment  of  forces  requires  constant  and  continuous  in¬ 
tegrated  training  between  the  ground  and  air  components  of  the  Marine 
Corps.  Finally,  Marine  fighter/attack  aircraft  have  always  been  aulti- 
role  capable.  Today,  in  addition  to  their  other  capabilities,  the  Hornet 
and  the  Harrier  are  two  of  the  best  CIS  aircraft  in  the  world.  This  is 
true  because  both  aircraft*  (l)  can  deliver  the  full  range  of  conven¬ 
tional  air-to-surface  munitions  available  today,  (2)  can  aaneuver  to  and 
froa  the  target  area  at  high  speed,  (3)  can  carry  the  latest  in  self¬ 
protect  electronic  warfare  equipment,  (4)  can  self -escort  to  and  from  the 
target  by  carrying  air-to-air  weapons,  (5)  can  put  bombs  cn  target  using 
avionics  targeting  systeas  designed  specifically  for  this  mission,  and 
(6)  can  carry  a  suite  of  radios  designed  to  allow  the  beet  possible  com¬ 
munications  with  all  control  agencies  in  the  command  and  control  system 
down  to  the  terminal  control  agent. 

Deployment  Strategy 

The  deployment  strategy  requires  a  two-phased  approach.  The 
first  phase  would  be  to  move  the  unit  to  an  intermediate  site  where  it 
would  establish  a  garrison-type  support  base.  Any  of  the  airfields  cur- 
cently  used  by  the  United  States'  forward  deployed  aviation  unite  would 
be  adequate  for  this  purpose,  ^camples  would  be  the  Naval  Station 
Slglnsla  in  the  Mediterranean,  the  Naval  Air  Station  Cubi  Point  in  the 
Philippines,  the  Naval  Station  Diego  Gracia  in  the  Indian  Ocean,  the 
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Naval  Air  Station  Roomy* It  Road*  in  ths  Caribbean,  Howard  Air  Pore*  Baa* 
in  Cantzal  Aa*ricat  and  Mildsnbel  Air  Pore*  Baa*  in  W— tern  Surop*.  Proa 
th*M  ixrt*rMdlat*  hs— ,  th*  unit  would  than  deploy  to  aor*  for— rd 
baa—  of  which  *om  ar*  already  —signed  a*  contingency  sit—.  Th*  con- 
c*pt  would  b*  to  oparat*  froa  th*  aost  for— rd  baa—  for  period*  of  thr— 
or  four  w— ks  at  a  tiaa,  which  coincid—  with  th*  nonal  length  of  a  stay 
for  training  *x*rcia— .  At  th*  end  of  —eh  tin*  block,  th*  unit  would 
now*  to  another  for— rd  sit*  or  return  to  th*  Interned  1st*  baa*.  All 
suppll—  and  aunitiom  for  flft— a  days  of  euatalned  ooabat  operation* 
would  aocaapany  the  unit  to  —ch  sit*.  Th*  object  It*  la  to  get  a  highly 
oapabl*  aviation  coa pooaxrt  aa  far  forward  —  poasibl*  and  ready  to  sup¬ 
port  the  HEU  within  hours,  Inet— A  of  days. 

Just  aa  th*  HEU  can  aexr*  —  the  load  *1— ent  of  a  larger  follow- 
oa  expeditionary  ground  force,  this  aviation  oaaponent  can  serve  as  the 
lead  *1— ent  of  a  larger  eaap—  ite  aviation  for—.  Its  utility  is  en¬ 
hanced  by  being  in  th*  ar—  of  operations  sad  not  requiring  strategic 
lift  to  deploy  it  there.  Therefore,  it  would  not  caa pet*  with  other 
fore**  for  transportation  at  ths  critioal  ao—nt  of  decision  —king.  On* 
of  the  key  si— ante  in  the  Crisis  Action  Process,  that  of  how  beat  to 
aov*  and  pos  it  loo  fore—,  1a  already  solv«d  with  ti  concept  for  th*  in¬ 
itial  pha—  of  th*  aost  probable  us*  of  ailitary  fore*.  This  strength¬ 
ened  HEU  say  b*  all  that  la  required  in  aaay  instano**,  but  it  also  would 
allow  the  decision  —  hers  ti—  to  dsteralns  eohsrsnt  oours—  of  action. 
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CHAPTER  III 


ASSUMPTIONS  AND  LIMITATIONS 

Key  to  this  concept  is  ths  ability  to  operate  fros  foreign  bases. 
The  author  recognises  this  as  tbs  aajor  limitation.  Most  United  States 
all  lea  would  be  extremely  reluctant  to  allow  cos  bat  missions  to  be  flown 
fros  within  their  borders.  Nevertheless,  this  is  required.  Operating 
fros  these  foreign  bases  under  the  pretext  of  training  Is  one  possible 
solution,  but  not  a  very  good  one.  It  is  essential  to  reach  agreeaents 
through  diplomacy,  negotiation,  or  invitation  that  would  allow  both 
peacetime  training  and  combat  missions  to  be  flown.  There  are  at  least 
two  factors  that  might  prove  persuasive  in  gaining  these  types  of  agree¬ 
ments  from  our  allies,  first,  ths  aviation  farces  described  here  would 
be  transient  in  nature,  constantly  serving  within  a  theater  of  operations. 
Also,  this  would  be  e  very  esell  contingent  that  would  require  very 
little  in  the  way  of  permanent  facilities.  The  oosbat  mission  is  antic¬ 
ipated  to  be  one  of  shock  and  short  duration.  All  peacetime  training 
flights  would  conform  to  the  host  nation's  rules  end  procedures.  Second, 
there  would  be  wisdom  in  having  a  qulok  reacting  force  available  to  deter 
instances  of  conflict  at  the  outset,  which  if  undeterred  could  lead  to  a 
larger  conflict.  Although  many  of  our  allies  would  be  reluctant  to  ab¬ 
sorb  the  international  pressure  for  allowing  coabat  mime  ions  to  be  flown 
fros  their  countries,  many  would  agree  to  the  United  States  taking  the 
decisive  action  in  a  peace-keeping  role  and  suffering  the  preponderance 
of  any  political  consequences.  Though  not  easy,  the  baaing  issue  could 
be  solved. 
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Overfly  right*  pro— nt  a  pro  hi  mi  similar  to  that  of  baaing. 

So— what  aora  iatituda  ax  lata  for  dmallng  with  thia  iaaua.  Tha  aost  ef¬ 
fective  aaana  would  ha  to  formulate  agree— rrt*  with  our  various  allies 
for  tha—  right*.  Where  this  is  not  possible,  as  in  tha  case  with  our 
French  alii—  during  tha  Libyan  raid,  alternative  solutions  could  ha 
found.  Avoidance  of  tha  objecting  nation  is  one  possibility .  There  are 
other  ways  to  solve  this  issue,  but  the—  details  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  study. 

0—  asjor  difference  between  strike  or  interdiction  missions  and 
CAS  is  that  in  tha  fozaer  a  planner  establishes  the  tine  on  target  i 
where—,  in  tha  latter  a  terminal  controller  (laterals—  the  tine  on  tar¬ 
get  based  on  enemy  actios.  This  situation  requires  great  responsiveness 
from  the  aircraft  in  tha  CAS  role,  file— nts  of  this  r— pons  Irene—  are 
tl—  of  flight  from  takeoff  to  bombs  on  target  or  tha  time  from  a  holding 
point  to  b— bo  as  target.  The  oloeer  the  aircraft's  operating  ba—  is  to 
the  ground  force  the  better.  The  Harrier  provides  a  unique  capability  to 
operate  very  do—  without  the  need  of  an  established  runway.  However, 
in  this  concept  it  1s  — sused  that  all  tha  aircraft  would  operate  from  a 
host  nation  airfield  initially.  Furthermore,  the  ba—  could  be  —  far 
away  —  300  to  350  a  ilea  fro*  the  ground  force  and  still  provide  adequate 
r—  ponse .  The—  dlstanc—  are  well  within  the  operating  range  of  the 
alreraft  when  fully  loaded  for  their  various  Bisalons.  A  call  for  sup¬ 
port  could  be  responded  to  within  approximately  50  alnutes  fro*  350  silos 
away  by  sixoraft  on  tha  ground,  if  they  have  b— a  previously  loaded  and 
set  up  for  scraable.  This  takas  Into  account  eight  minutes  for  start, 
taxi,  takaoff,  and  flight  at  .8  aach.  Another  key  element  in  r—  ponaive- 
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oess  is  loiter  tine.  Through  a  combination  of  external  fuel  tanks* 
aerial  refueling,  and  the  excellent  endurance  characteristics  of  the 
Hornet  and  the  Harrier,  adequate  tine  on  station  would  be  achieved.  Fig¬ 
ures  6,  7,  and  8  are  area  naps  showing  3&0  and  3 50  a  lie  radii  overlaid  on 
various  airfields  around  the  world. 

Base  security  would  be  a  problem  from  two  aspects.  First,  there 
would  be  a  ground  threat  from  terrorists  or  special  operations  forces 
attacks.  A  combination  of  host  nation  and  Marine  aviation  personnel 
would  provide  defense  forces  to  counter  this  threat.  Marine  aviation 
personnel,  equipped  with  light  infantry  weapons  and  trained  in  airfield 
defense  techniques,  could  provide  adequate  security  for  these  operations. 
Second,  due  to  the  forward  nature  of  the  bases  of  operation,  it  is  con¬ 
ceivable  that  attacks  by  enemy  aircraft  would  occur.  The  host  nation's 
air  defense  would  be  the  primary  counter  to  such  attacks.  However,  air 
defense  would  also  be  provided  ty  the  TACH,  the  F/A-18s,  the  AV-8e,  and 
the  Stinger  missiles  in  coordinated  defensive  counter  air  role. 

Logistical  support  Is  a  problem  perhaps  as  big  as  that  of  basing. 
However,  the  Marine  Corps  has  devoted  a  great  deal  of  effort  over  the 
last  ten  years  to  organizing  forces  and  support  packages  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  Brigade-size  HAGTFb  (12:26).  The  requirements  for  this  relative¬ 
ly  small  composite  squadron  are  but  a  microcosm  of  that  required  for  the 
Aviation  Combat  Element  of  a  Marine  Expeditionary  Brigade  (MEB).  An  ap¬ 
proach  similar  to  that  taken  for  the  needs  of  the  fly-in  echelon  of  the 
Maritime  Preposition  Force  would  logically  apply  here.  The  use  of  pro¬ 
positioned  materiel  also  makes  sense,  as  long  as  it  can  be  done  without 
detracting  from  the  employment  of  the  MEB  for  which  it  is  intended.  The 
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assumption  that  thi*  aviation  ala— nt  would  require  only  fifteen  days  of 
sustainability  Is  aada  with  tha  understanding  that  military  operations 
rarely  go  as  planned.  Therefore,  logistic  planning  would  be  based  on  two 
premises.  First,  that  this  unit  would  be  a  reaction  force  designed  to 

the  MEU  in  a  United  duration  eoabat  scenario  and  would  cease  to 
provide  that  capability  at  the  end  of  a  given  tl—  fra—.  Second,  that 
planning  mat  accommodate  a  long-term  resupply  concept  because  of  the 
larger  follow-on  forces.  Modification  of  existing  logistics  plans  pre¬ 
pared  for  the  employ— nt  of  Marina  Brigades,  but  reduced  in  proportion  to 
the  else  of  the  composite  squadron,  would  provide  an  initial  data  base. 

Airfield  facilities,  such  aa  arresting  gear.  Crash,  Fire,  Rescue 
(CFR)  equip— nt,  fuel  storage,  fuel  dispensing,  navigation  and  landing 
aids,  are  all  require— nta  for  a  totally  austere  environ— nt.  All  of 
these  capabilities  are  resident  in  existing  operational  plans  for  the  ex¬ 
peditionary  employment  of  Brigade-site  units.  Operating  froa  airfields 
tt»t  ^y  have  so—  of  these  facilities  would  obviously  lessen  the 
lift  require— nta.  Also,  the  capability  to  operate  without  the  need  for 
large  (outsize)  support  equip— nt  would  facilitate  the  movement  of  this 
unit  within  the  various  theaters  of  operation.  Through  a  combination  of 
alternative  equip— nt  and  eoabat  expedient  procedures,  it  would  be  pos¬ 
sible  to  find  work-arounds  to  many  of  these  deficiencies.  For  exaaple, 
aircraft  requiring  an  arrested  landing  could  be  diverted  to  an  airfield 
with  that  capability.  Planning  ahead  for  much  contingencies  would  ensure 
that  fuel  reserves  would  be  ooaputed  to  aoco— odate  this  type  of  problea. 
Another  exaaple  of  a  work-around  would  be  the  need  for  a  30  ton  crane. 
This  size  crane  la  normally  required  at  aa  operating  baas  for  the  remov- 
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•I  of  daaagsd  aircraft  from  tha  run—y  and  for  tha  p lac— ant  of  haavy 
vana  is  a  largo  ran  conplax.  Tha  JO  ton  crana  can  ba  tranaportad  by  air. 
but  only  by  tha  C-5  aircraft.  Work-arounds  for  thia  piaca  of  squlpoent 
would  ba  tha  uaa  of  a— liar  cranaa  in  tand—  or  tha  uaa  of  forklifts. 
HaTlng  srarythlng  oaadad  for  aupport  in  packag—  saall  anough  for  trana- 
port  in  C-130  typa  aircraft  la  achiarabla  dua  to  tha  existing  Marina 
Corps  adharanea  to  —  barkatioo  standards.  Tha  raquira— irt  to  airlift 
largo  quant  it  las  of  ordnaocs  praaanta  a  significant  prohlaa,  aapac  tally 
for  tha  C-130  typa  aircraft.  Tha  aobila  loading  of  ordnanca  tra liars 
with  —lactad  typ—  of  aualtiona  la  ona  way  to  raduca  tha  Cuba  of  thass 
loads.  Praclaa  calculation  of  tha  total  ordnanca  raquirad  could  ba  dona 
based  on  tha  sortia  rata  by  typa  of  aiaaion,  aircraft,  and  tha  nuabar  of 
o pa rating  days. 


CHAPTER  IV 


FEASIBILITY 

Informed  analysts  sight  wish  to  question  ths  practicality  or 
wisdoa  of  this  proposal.  I  would  share  their  concerns  about  foreign 
airfield  use.  logistical  support,  en—  nrt  and  control,  and  foreign 
political  sensitivities,  because  they  cannot  be  assused  away.  They  are 
all  real  pioblems  that  would  require  solutions*  However,  the  focus  of 
the  analysis  has  been  on  the  threat  to  the  United  States'  national  in¬ 
terests  now  and  in  the  near  future j  the  organising,  deploying,  and  em¬ 
ploying  of  existing  conventional  forces  to  counter  that  threat i  and  the 
doing  of  all  this  within  existing  doctrine.  Nothing  suggested  herein  is 
outside  the  bounds  of  current  conventional  force  capability  or  beyond  the 
autual  self-interests  of  the  United  States  and  her  friends  and  allies. 

Within  the  context  of  the  Coldwater-N lchols  Act,  this  oonoept 
provides  the  Unified  Coaaander  with  an  integrated  and  quick-reacting 
cir-ground-loglstlcs  force  to  employ  either  jointly  or  independently, 
based  on  his  determination  of  what  is  beet  for  his  thestsr  of  opsrations. 
Moreover,  in  view  of  the  increasing  demands  made  on  strategic  lift  and 
the  potential  oonstraints  on  permanent  baaing  rights,  this  concept 
offers  another  alternative. 


31 


CHAPTER  V 


CONCLUSIONS 

I  believe  that  over  the  nan  tan  to  fifteen  years  a  shift  in  tha 
national  interest*  of  tha  Unitad  Stataa  trill  occur.  Tha  East-West  ldso- 
logWl  conflict  will  become  somewhat  blurrad  aa  all  nations  focus  on 
acononic  survival.  Raducad  defence  budgets ,  inta mat ionaJL  acoacnic  in* 
tarda  pa  ndanca ,  liaitad  raaourcaa,  and  rastrlctsd  markets  will  force  tha 
Unitad  States'  foreign  policy  and  dlplonatie  initiatives  to  focus  on  pre¬ 
serving  acononic  freedom  throughout  tha  world.  Military  Isadora  will  bs 
forced  to  adapt  their  strategies  to  support  thsss  truly  vital  national 
interests  and  to  do  so  with  fewer  resources  available  to  than. 

Within  this  context,  tha  Unitad  States'  aarit-i as  forces  will  play 
an  aver- increasing  role  in  tha  preservation  of  world  peace,  thus  allowing 
international  c  anna  roe  to  flow  uniapeded.  Naval  Tank  Forces  with  Marinos 
as  barked  esrve  as  a  flex  ibis  instruannt  of  foreign  policy  and  are  Ideally 
suited  for  this  role.  The  concept  described  hare  suggests  that  these 
ear  It  Isa  forces  need  to  bs  augaented  in  order  to  provide  a  sore  capable 
war-fighting  instrument.  Specifically,  as  tha  MEU  1s  called  upon  sore 
frequently  to  fulfill  it a  c  cm  bat  ales  ions  in  today 'a  evermore  threatening 
world,  does  support  by  Marina  tactical  fix  ad -wing  aircraft  is  assent  ial . 

Analysis  has  snown  that  the  Marins  Corps  currently  possesses 
stats-of-the-ert  aviation  assets  which  can  be  organised  into  eonposite 
unl~s  capable  of  providing  our  forward -deployed  HEUs  with  added  fire¬ 
power,  Thee#  assets  oan  be  incorporated  inxo  existing  KACTT  dootrlnal 
structure  and  sustained  in  forward  areas  at  considerably  lees  cost  than 
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what  Is  required  for  permanent  basing.  Today  the  Marla*  Corps'  primary 
organ 1 sat loo  for  conventional  mrfare  is  th*  Marla*  Expeditionary  Bri- 
gad *,  aad  It  la  at  this  level  that  fired -wing  aviation  la  intended  to  be 
eaployed.  However,  strategic  sea  aad  airlift  la  required  to  deploy  this 
unit*  Th*  concept  here  endeavors  to  ellalaate  the  need  for  so—  of  this 
strategic  lift  bjr  forward  deploying  portico*  of  th*  aviation  el— ent  of 
theee  Brigade* «  This  further  reduce*  th*  aeoust  of  *trat*gic  asset* 
a— dsd  to  deploy  a  Brigade  in  th*  event  that  becoaes  necessary  art,  at 
the  sea*  ties,  place*  fixed-wing  assets  under  th*  coasaad  of  the  HSU. 

Obtaining  the  use  of  appropriate  deployment  sit—  ia  the  soet 
difficult  issue  to  solve.  Thors  are  no  —sy  solutions  to  this  pro  bleat 
however,  I  have  eauaerated  several  broad  poasibillti— •  Th*  east  favor¬ 
able  —pact  toward  achieving  the—  rights  Is  the  fact  that  this  c— posits 
aviation  unit  is  aaall,  transient,  and  intended  for  the  Mutual  benefit  of 
our  alii—  aad  friends.  With  this  —  a  foundation,  I  believe  that  suit¬ 
able  deployment  site*  ean  be  obtained  through  diplomacy,  negotiation,  and 
invitation. 

In  susaary,  the  challenges  cf  th*  next  decade  require  innovative 
thought  today.  Conventional  — thods  of  deploy— nt  and  —  ploy— nt  of 
United  States  armed  fore—  — y  not  be  viable  ia  view  of  changing  threat 
perceptions.  This  study  Is  intended  to  offer  an  alternative  to  so—  of 
the—  — thode. 
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